
CITYOFRICHFIELD, MINNESOTA

TUESDAY, APRIL22, 2014

RICHFIELDMUNICIPALCENTER
6700PORTLANDAVENUE

SPECIALCITYCOUNCILWORKSESSION

BARTHOLOMEWROOM

5:45P.M.  

AGENDA

Calltoorder

Worksessiondiscussiontimesareapproximate)  

5:45 - 5:55p.m.  
1. DiscussionregardingCrosstownGatewaysText (CouncilMemoNo. 43)  

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

5:55 - 6:25p.m.  
2. DiscussionregardingI-494/I-35WInterchangeVisionLayoutDevelopment (Council

MemoNo. 44)  

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

Adjournment

SPECIALCONCURRENTCITYCOUNCILAND
HOUSINGANDREDEVELOPMENTAUTHORITYWORKSESSION

BARTHOLOMEWROOM

6:30P.M.  

AGENDA

Calltoorder

Worksessiondiscussiontimesareapproximate)  

6:30 - 7:00p.m.  
1. DiscussionregardingLyndaleGardensProjectUpdate (CouncilMemoNo. 45/HRA

MemoNo. 19)  

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

Adjournment



REGULARCITYCOUNCILMEETING

COUNCILCHAMBERS

7:00P.M.  

AGENDA

INTRODUCTORYPROCEEDINGS

Calltoorder

Openforum (15minutesmaximum)  

Eachspeakeristokeeptheircommentperiodtothreeminutestoallowsufficienttimefor
others.  CommentsaretobeanopportunitytoaddresstheCouncilonitemsnotontheagenda.   
IndividualswhowishtoaddresstheCouncilmusthaveregisteredpriortothemeeting.  

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

PledgeofAllegiance

Approvaloftheminutesofthe (1) SpecialCityCouncilMeetingofApril8, 2014; (2) Special
ConcurrentCityCouncilandPlanningCommissionWorksessionofApril8, 2014; and (3)  
RegularCityCouncilMeetingofApril8, 2014

PRESENTATIONS

1. Presentationsfromvariousnon-profitorganizationsthatprovidesocialservicestothe
CityofRichfield:  

MIRA – JackieFarrellandRosaRubio
TheFamilyPartnership – MariaZavala
TRAIL – MichelleVeith
Cornerstone – SusanNeis

2. Presentationofthe2013FoodSafetyAwardsbytheRichfieldAdvisoryBoardofHealth
CouncilMemoNo. 46) 

COUNCILDISCUSSION

3. Councildiscussion
HatsOfftoHometownHits

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

AGENDAAPPROVAL

4. Councilapprovaloftheagenda

OTHERBUSINESS

5. ConsiderationofthePreliminaryLayout (Concept2Alternative) forthePortland
AvenueReconstructionProjectasrecommendedbytheTransportationCommission

StaffReportNo. 79



Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

CITYMANAGER’SREPORT

6. CityManager’sReport

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

7. Claimsandpayrolls

Openforum (additional15minutesifmoretimeneededafterfirstOpenForumandby
majorityvoteoftheCityCouncil)  

Eachspeakeristokeeptheircommentperiodtothreeminutestoallowsufficienttimefor
others.  CommentsaretobeanopportunitytoaddresstheCouncilonitemsnotontheagenda.   
IndividualswhowishtoaddresstheCouncilmusthaveregisteredpriortothemeeting.  

Notes: __________________________________________________________________  

8. Adjournment

Auxiliaryaidsforindividualswithdisabilitiesareavailableuponrequest.  Requestsmustbe
madeatleast96hoursinadvancetotheCityClerkat612-861-9738.  



CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA

Office of City Manager

April 17, 2014

Council Memorandum No.  43

The Honorable Mayor
and

Members of the City Council

Subject:   Crosstown Gateways Text

Worksession Agenda Item No. 1)

Council Members:

The purpose of the upcoming worksession is to receive feedback from the Council on the
proposed language on the Crosstown Gateways ( MnDOT).

At the February 25 Council worksession, City and MnDOT staff presented proposed locations
and designs for the Crosstown Gateways to be constructed entrances to the City on Penn
Avenue, Lyndale Avenue, Nicollet Avenue, and Portland Avenue.

As a result of that worksession, MnDOT received some direction for the design and language to
be included on the gateway monuments.  MnDOT is currently finalizing plans for the project that
will be used for construction. Because of some uncertain direction on the language to include on

the monument, they have asked City staff to confirm the design.

The conflicting language direction is between the following taglines:
Minnesota's First Suburb"
The Urban Hometown"

The two options are shown graphically on the attached document.

Pl:„ se contact Mike Eastling, Public Works Director, at 612- 861- 9792 with questions.

esooectfIllly submitto j

teve    . Dev >,

City Manager

SLD: jp
Attachment: Gateway Monument Design Options
Email:  Department Directors

Assistant City Manager
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CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA

Office of City Manager

April 17, 2014

Council Memorandum No.  44

The Honorable Mayor

and

Members of the City Council

Subject:   I- 494/ 1- 35W Interchange Vision Layout Development Worksession
Worksession Agenda Item No. 2)

Council Members:

At the upcoming City Council worksession, MnDOT will present on the progress of the 1- 494/ I-
35W Interchange Layout Development Project. The purpose of the development project is to

develop a recommended concept for the I- 494/ 1- 35W interchange in order to address safety,
congestion, and drainage improvements.  In conjunction with the interchange development,

Metro Transit has identified Knox Avenue as the favored route for the Orange Line Bus Rapid

Transit using a new underpass below 1- 494 to travel between Richfield and Bloomington.

The goal for this worksession is to present developed design concepts for the interchange and

transitway for review and comment ahead of the scheduled April 28, 2014 project open house.
A notification of that open house was sent to residents and businesses in the area around the

interchange and a copy of that mailing is attached.

Please contact Mike Eastling, Public Works Director, at 612-861- 9792 with questions.

R--. ctikilly submitt   ,

1 i   ; 14t

S -.      . Devi

City anager

SLD: jp
Attachment: I- 494/ 1- 35W Interchange Vision Layout Development Project Open House Mailer
Email:  Department Directors

Assistant City Manager



We all have a stakein

1- 494/ 1- 35W Interchange Layout Development

Study Public Open House fit

This study will identify a design concept to improve the Monday, April 28, 2014
I- 494/ 1- 35W interchange in order to address safety and

4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.
congestion issues. As part of the study, options for the
METRO Orange Line Bus Rapid Transit( BRT) Route and

St. Richard's Catholic

station near American Boulevard are also being studied.       Church— Community
Room

Join your neighbors 7540 Penn Avenue South

Hear more about the study Richfield

See maps of the interchange options

Learn about potential traffic impacts

Learn about METRO Orange Line BRT

Talk with staff from the Minnesota Department of Contact

Transportation, Metro Transit, and the Cities of April:Crockett,

Bloomington and Richfield Project:[Manager

Provide feedback and ideas MnD.OT Metro District

651- 234-7727
For more information about the project:      April.Crockett@state.mn. us

mndot.gov/ metro/ projects/ i494and35winterchange/



CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA

Office of City Manager

April 17, 2014

Council Memorandum No.  45 HRA Memorandum No. 19

Housing & Redevelopment

The Honorable Mayor Authority Commissioners
And City of Richfield

Members of the City Council

Subject:  Lyndale Gardens Project Update

Worksession Agenda Item No. 1)

Council Members and Commissioners:

In March, Colleen Carey, President of The Cornerstone Group provided a written
update regarding the Lyndale Gardens project to the City Council.  In follow-up to that
written update, Ms. Carey will be attending the April 22nd City Council/ Housing and
Redevelopment Authority (HRA) Worksession to elaborate on that update and answer
any project-related questions the City Council and HRA may have.

R: c
0

ly submit,

tev       . Devi

y Manager

SLD: kcb

Email: Department Directors

Assistant City Manager



CITYCOUNCILMEETINGMINUTES
Richfield, Minnesota

SpecialCityCouncilMeeting
AdvisoryBoard/Commission

ApplicantInterviews

April8, 2014

CALLTOORDER

ThemeetingwascalledtoorderbyMayorGoettelat5:40p.m. intheBabcockRoom.  

MEMBERSPRESENT: DebbieGoettel, Mayor; SuzanneSandahl; EdwinaGarcia; PatElliott;  
andTomFitzhenry.  

INTERVIEWOFAPPLICANTS

TheCityCouncilconductedaninterviewofthefollowingapplicantsforappointmenttoaCity
AdvisoryBoardandCommission:  

JoannetteCintrondeNunez
ChristinaMeyer

ADJOURNMENT

Themeetingwasadjournedbyunanimousconsentat5:55p.m.  

DateApproved: April22, 2014.  

DebbieGoettel
Mayor

CherylKrumholz StevenL. Devich
CityManagerExecutiveCoordinator



CITYCOUNCILMINUTES
Richfield, Minnesota

SpecialConcurrentCityCouncil
and

PlanningCommissionWorksession

April8, 2014

CALLTOORDER

ThemeetingwascalledtoorderbyMayorGoettelat6:07p.m. intheBartholomewRoom.  

CouncilMembers DebbieGoettel, Mayor; PatElliott; SueSandahl; EdwinaGarcia; andTom
Present: Fitzhenry.  

PlanningCommission RickJabs, Chair; DanielKitzenberger; SusanRosenberg; GordonVizecky;   
MembersPresent: andTomRublein.  

PlanningCommission JoshRootandCharlesStandfuss.  
MembersAbsent:   

StaffPresent:  StevenL. Devich, CityManager; JohnStark, CommunityDevelopment
Director; MelissaPoehlman, CityPlanner; MaryTietjen, CityAttorneyand
CherylKrumholz, ExecutiveCoordinator.  

Item #1 DISCUSSIONREGARDINGANEDINAREDEVELOPMENTPROPOSALAT6725
YORKAVENUE (COUNCILMEMONO. 40)  

CommunityDevelopmentDirectorStarkexplainedtheredevelopmentproposedbyLennar
Corporation.  TheresidentialportionofthisproposeddevelopmentwouldabutXerxesAvenueand
beimmediatelyadjacenttosevensingle-familyhomesinRichfield.  

Mr. StarkreviewedtheapprovalsneededbytheEdinaPlanningCommissionandEdinaCity
Council, includingComprehensivePlanamendmentsandrezoning.  Healsoreviewedthe
MetropolitanCouncilapprovalprocessfortheComprehensivePlanamendments.  

CityPlannerPoehlmanreviewedtheissuesrelatedtotheproposedredevelopmentwhichare
eitherinconsistentwithRichfield’sComprehensivePlan, adverselyaffectRichfieldhomesand/orare
inconflictwithEdina’sownrequirements.  Theseinclude:  

Aheightinexcessoffivestories.  
Abuildingsetbackoflessthan132feetfromexistingsingle-familylotlines.  
Excessiveshadowimpactsresultfromboththebuildingheightanditsminimalsetback.  

CommunityDevelopmentDirectorStarkstatedtheactionableissuesrelatedtotheproposed
redevelopmentthattheCityofRichfieldcouldaddressincludesthebuildingheight, buildingsetback
andshadowimpact.  

MayorGoettelsuggestedtherebeatransitioninheightbecausesix-storiesisoverbearing.  



SpecialWorksessionMinutes - 2- April8, 2014

CouncilMemberElliottstatedthathefoundtheproposedbuildingtobenotaesthetically
pleasingandwasdisappointedinthelackofregardforresidentsonXerxesAvenue.  Hestatedhe
desiredajointcooperativeeffort.  

PlanningCommissionChairJabsstatedhefoundtheproposedredevelopmenthideousfor
theneighborsandsuggestedthedogparkberemovedduetonoiseconcernsandthebuilding
heightbereduced.  

CouncilMemberSandahlstatedthatRichfieldshouldbetreatedthesameasEdinafor
meetingtheirredevelopmentrequirements.  

TheCityCouncilandPlanningCommissionconsensuswasforstafftopreparealetter
addressedtotheCityofEdinaexpressingconcernsandsuggestionsfortheproposed
redevelopmentat6725YorkAvenue, includingbuildingheight, setback, shadowimpacts, elimination
ofthedogparkandconcessionsforarchitecturalcontent.   

ADJOURNMENT

Themeetingwasadjournedbyunanimousconsentat6:45p.m.  

DateApproved: April22, 2014.  

DebbieGoettel
Mayor

CherylKrumholz StevenL. Devich
ExecutiveCoordinator CityManager



CITYCOUNCILMEETINGMINUTES
Richfield, Minnesota

RegularMeeting

April8, 2014

CALLTOORDER

ThemeetingwascalledtoorderbyMayorGoettelat7:00p.m.  

MembersPresent: DebbieGoettel, Mayor; SueSandahl; PatElliott; EdwinaGarcia; andTom
Fitzhenry.  

StaffPresent:  StevenL. Devich, CityManager; JohnStark, CommunityDevelopment
Director; MikeEastling, PublicWorksDirector; JimTopitzhofer, Recreation
ServicesDirector; KarenBarton, AssistantCommunityDevelopment
Manager; KarenShragg, WoodLakeNatureCenterManager; Mary
Tietjen, CityAttorney; andCherylKrumholz, ExecutiveCoordinator.  

OPENFORUM

None.  

PLEDGEOFALLEGIANCE

MayorGoettelledtheaudienceinthePledgeofAllegiance.  

APPROVALOFMINUTES

M/Sandahl, S/Garciatoapprovetheminutesofthe (1) SpecialConcurrentCityCouncil,  
HRAandPlanningCommissionWorksessionofMarch17, 2014; (2) SpecialCityCouncilClosed
ExecutiveSessionofMarch17, 2014; (3) SpecialCityCouncilMeetingofMarch25, 2014; (4)  
SpecialCityCouncilWorksessionofMarch25, 2014; and (5) RegularCityCouncilMeetingof
March25, 2014.  

Motioncarried5-0.  

Item #1 CHOIRCONCERTPRESENTEDBYTHECOMBINEDSTEM/RDLSFIFTH
GRADERS

Theconcertwaspresented.  



CouncilMeetingMinutes - 2-  April8, 2014

Item #2 PRESENTATIONSFROMVARIOUSNON-PROFITORGANIZATIONSTHAT
PROVIDESOCIALSERVICESTOTHECITYOFRICHFIELD:   

HEADWAYEMOTIONALHEALTH – PATDALE
LOAVESANDFISHES – EMILYSCHMITZ
COMMUNITYINVOLVEMENTPROGRAM – JOLENETHIBEDEAUBOYD
VEAP – SCOTTHVIZDOS

Thepresentationsweremade.  

Item #3 PRESENTATIONOFAPROCLAMATIONDESIGNATINGEARTH
DAY/ARBORMONTH

MayorGoettelpresentedtheproclamationtoRecreationServicesDirectorTopitzhofer.  

WoodLakeNatureCenterManagerShraggmadeapresentationregardingthenature
center.  

Item #4 COUNCILDISCUSSION
HatsOfftoHometownHits

CouncilMemberGarciaannouncedtheApril25FriendsofWoodLakedinnerandsilent
auction.  

CouncilMemberSandahlannouncedtheApril12EggScrambleeventatAugsburgPark.  

CouncilMemberSandahlrequestedthestatusoforganizedgarbagepickupbeprovidedin
thefuture.  

CouncilMemberSandahlrequestedtheTransportationCommissionreviewtheresidents’  
thconcernsregardingthecrosswalkatLakeshoreDriveand66 Street.   

CouncilMemberFitzhenryreportedonthePortlandAvenuereconstructionopenhouse.  

CouncilMemberFitzhenryprovidedaNoiseOversightCommitteereport.  

Item #5 COUNCILAPPROVALOFAGENDA

M/Fitzhenry, S/Elliotttoapprovetheagenda.  

Motioncarried5-0.  

Item #6 CONSENTCALENDAR

A. Considerationoftheapprovalofaresolutionauthorizingthereprogrammingoffundsfrom
the2013CommunityDevelopmentBlockGrantallocation S.R. No. 74

RESOLUTIONNO. 10926



CouncilMeetingMinutes - 3-  April8, 2014

RESOLUTIONAPPROVINGREPROGRAMMING2013URBANHENNEPINCOUNTY
COMMUNITYDEVELOPMENTBLOCKGRANTPROGRAMFUNDSANDAUTHORIZING

EXECUTIONOFANYREQUIREDAGREEMENTSWITHHENNEPINCOUNTY

ThisresolutionappearsasResolutionNo. 10926.  
thB. Considerationoftheapprovaloftherejectionofallbidssubmittedforthe69 StreetStorm

SewerProject S.R. No. 75
C. ConsiderationoftheapprovalofhiringEvergreenLandServicesCompanytoprovideright- 

of-wayacquisitionservicesforthePortlandAvenueReconstructionProjectatacostnotto
exceed $149,400 S.R. No. 76

M/Goettel, S/FitzhenrytoapprovetheConsentCalendar.  

Motioncarried5-0.  

Item #7 CONSIDERATIONOFITEMS, IFANY, REMOVEDFROMTHECONSENT
CALENDAR

None.  

Item #8 CONSIDERATIONOFARESOLUTIONAUTHORIZINGTHECITYMANAGERTO
EXECUTEANAGREEMENTWITHTHEMINNESOTADNRTORECEIVE
GRANTFUNDSFORTHETAFTLAKEFISHERYPROJECT S.R. NO. 77

CouncilMemberFitzhenrypresentedStaffReportNo. 77.  

RecreationServicesDirectorTopitzhoferreviewedtheproposedimprovements.  

M/Fitzhenry, S/Sandahlthatthefollowingresolutionbeadoptedandthatitbemadepartof
theseminutes:  

RESOLUTIONNO. 10927

RESOLUTIONAUTHORIZINGCITYMANAGERTOEXECUTEANAGREEMENTWITHTHE
MINNESOTADNRTORECEIVEGRANTFUNDSFORTHETAFTLAKEFISHERYPROJECT

Motioncarried5-0.  ThisresolutionappearsasResolutionNo. 10927.  

CONSIDERATIONOFAPPOINTMENTSTOACITYADVISORYCOMMISSIONItem #9
S.R. NO. 78

M/Sandahl, S/ GoetteltoappointthefollowingpersonstoaCityAdvisoryCommission:   

COMMUNITYSERVICESCOMMISSION

Name TermExpires
JoannetteCintrondeNunez January31, 2017



CouncilMeetingMinutes - 4-  April8, 2014

ADVISORYBOARDOFHEALTH

Name TermExpires
ChristinaMeyer (youth) August31,2015

Motioncarried5-0.   

Item #10 CITYMANAGER’SREPORT

thCityManagerDevichprovidedanupdateonthe77 Streettunnelproject.  

Item #11 CLAIMSANDPAYROLLS

M/Fitzhenry, S/Sandahlthatthefollowingclaimsandpayrollsbeapproved:  

U.S. Bank 04/08/14
A/PChecks: 229968-230329 $ 1,431,956.29
Payroll: 100166-100482 $ 553,612.03
TOTAL  $ 1,985,568.32

Motioncarried5-0.  

OPENFORUM

None.  

ADJOURNMENT

TheCityCouncilmeetingwasadjournedbyunanimousconsentat8:00p.m.  

DateApproved: April22, 2014

DebbieGoettel
Mayor

CherylKrumholz StevenL. Devich
ExecutiveCoordinator CityManager



CITY OF RICHFIELD, MINNESOTA

Office of City Manager

April 17, 2014

Council Memorandum No.  46

The Honorable Mayor

and

Members of the City Council

Subject:  2013 Food Safety Awards
Agenda Item No. 2)

Council Members:

Attached is a bullet summary of the steps and process that was used in determining the
2013 Richfield Food Safety Award nominees and winners.

The Richfield Advisory Board of Health will be involved in this effort on an annual basis
and believes it is important to place a priority on recognizing Richfield restaurants that
are doing an excellent job of maintaining a food safety establishment.  It is important for

these successful establishments to be recognized, but also is a way to encourage other
establishments to strive for the same outcome.

The awards will be presented to the winners at the City Council meeting of April 22,
2014 by Erin Rykken and Kirsten Johnson who are Co- Chairs of the Richfield Advisory
Board of Health.

Rf. sp=+ tfully sub  ,' tted

err 4

f 4i  ,kt,4 L. D-
vice

City Manager

SLD:bao

Attachment

Email: Department Directors

Assistant City Manager



Richfield Food Safety Awards - 2013

Annual awards to acknowledge excellence in food safety and service — Focus on the

good work that restaurants do rather than the bad.

Richfield Advisory Board of Health recommended starting a program in Richfield,
similar to the existing award program in Bloomington — Began in 2006.

The health inspector nominates 3 to 4 candidates in 3 risk categories based on:

Food Collaborative Interviews

Inspection results

Those categories are:  full service (or large) restaurant, and fast food/ pizza carry
out/cafeteria service and retail grocery.

A team of interviewers visited each site together to conduct the interviews.

These folks are members of the Richfield/ Bloomington Food Collaborative and

meet regularly with inspection staff and one another to discuss common interest
areas.

Nominees were judged on how they manage risk factors on a daily basis, how the
establishment encourages workers to be continually motivated about serving safe
food, whether they can list five critical factors that affect food safety, have
procedures in place when they receive customer complaints about customers feeling
ill after having eaten there, what is the establishment' s policy when an employee
shows up for work with obvious symptoms of illness, a description of food safety
training programs and policies, management's overall commitment to food safety
and rating of the physical appearance of the establishment at the time of the
interview

The results are provided to the Richfield Advisory Board of Health and they
present the awards to the winners at a City Council meeting.  Nominees will

receive certificates via the mail.  Photos of the presentation and a short article

will be given to the Richfield Sun Current for publicity and positive exposure for
the establishments.



2013 Winners are:

Full Service Restaurants:

Davanni' s Pizza & Hot Hoagies (Winner) — 6345 Penn Avenue South —

Manager:  Melissa Morrissette

Broadway Pizza ( Nominee) — 7514 Lyndale Avenue South - Food Manager—

John Sterbuck

Red Pepper Chinese Restaurant (Nominee) — 2910 W. 
66th

Street— Food

Manager— Sue Kiang

Don Pablos ( Nominee) — 980 West
78th

St. - Manager:  Kim Elicerio

Fast Food/Pizza Carry Out/Cafeteria:

Arby' s Restaurant (Winner) — 7744
5th

Avenue South, - Manager:  Sean

Boyer

DQ Grill and Chill ( Nominee) —2800 W. 
66th

Street— Manager: Jeremy Mohs

McDonald' s ( Nominee) — 6645 Lyndale Avenue South - Manager: Eduin

Espinoza

Retail Grocery

Target Store T-2300 (Winner) — 6445 Richfield Parkway - Senior Food

Executive Team Lead — Ben Siedel

Lunds, Inc. — (Nominee) — 6228 Penn Avenue South — Food Manager:  Al

Gartner



AGENDA SECTION:    OTHER BUS.
AGENDA ITEM#       5

REPORT# 79

STAFF REPORT

gechl''c CITY COUNCIL MEETING

APRIL 22, 2014

REPORT PREPARED BY:       
JEFF PEARSON, TRANSPORTATION

ENGINEER
NAME, TITLE

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR REVIEW:     Er 97)     
SIGNATURE

OTHER DEPARTMENT REVIEW:  

SI NATURE

REVIEWED BY CITY MANAGER:  
f/

ITEM FOR COUNCIL CONSIDERATION:

Consideration of approval for the preliminary Portland Avenue Reconstruction Plan.

I. RECOMMENDED ACTION:

By Motion:  Approve the Preliminary Layout (Concept 2 Alternative)
for the Portland Avenue Reconstruction Project as recommended by
the Transportation Commission.

II.      EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Transportation Commission recommended the "Concept 2" design for the

Portland Avenue at their April 9, 2014 meeting.  The Concept 2 Alternative includes

the following design elements:
A single 11- foot vehicle travel lane in each direction with a dual direction 11-

foot center left-turn lane.

Two 6- foot on- street bike lanes using the same concrete gutter pan design
as

76th

Street.

A 6-foot vegetated boulevard behind the curb on both sides of the street.

A 6-foot concrete sidewalk on the west side of the street.

An 8- foot bituminous multi- use trail on the east side of the street.

04222014PortlandPrelimDesign



Byaddingboulevards, theextentsoftheproposedsidewalkandtrailwillbe
approximately5-1/2feetwideronbothsidesofPortlandAvenuethantheextentsof
theexistingsidewalk.  Theboulevardspacewillprovidethefollowingbenefits:  

Allowforsnowstorage
Provideadditionalpedestrianbuffer
Createaestheticgreenspacealongthecorridor, includingtrees.    

Inareaswheretheexistingright-of-wayis33-feet, thisaddedwidthwillrequirethe
purchaseofa4-footpermanenteasementfromatotalof83residentialproperties.   

AnadditionaldesignelementrecommendedbytheCommissionwastheplacement
rdoffull-accesscentermedianislandsattheminorintersections, including73 Street.   

Thegoalofprovidingthesemediansistoslowspeedsandimprove
pedestrian/bicyclesafetybyprovidingarefugeislandforthosecrossingPortland
Avenue.  Thedetaileddesignofthesemedianswillbeincludedinthefinaldesign
phaseoftheproject.  

III. BRASISOF ECOMMENDATION

A. BACKGROUND

LayoutOptions
TheTransportationCommissionpreparedforthepreliminarydesignprocess
inJanuary2013bycreatingacommunitybasedGuidingPrinciples
documentthatistobeusedforallupcomingstreetreconstructionprojects.  

Basedoncommentsandfeedbackfromthefirstpublicopenhouseaswell
asexistingapprovedplanningdocumentssuchastheRichfieldComplete
StreetsPolicyandtheArterialRoadStudy, thefollowingfourcross-section
conceptsweredevelopedforconsideration (graphicsattached):  

1. Three-laneroad, on-streetbikelanes, boulevards, sidewalks
2. Three-laneroad, on-streetbikelanes, boulevards, onesidewalk, onemulti- 

usetrail
3. Three-laneroad,, boulevards, onesidewalk, onemulti-usetrail
4. Three-laneroad, cycletracks, boulevards, sidewalks

Thesefouroptionswerepresentedtothepublicatthesecondprojectopen
houseandbasedonfeedbackreceived; theCommissionnarrowedthe
preferredconceptsto #2 & #4.  

TheCommissiondeterminedthatbothoptionsmetthegoalsoftheGuiding
Principlesdocumentbutthereweresignificantconcernswiththeamountof
impactthatConcept #4wouldhaveonadjacentpropertiesalongthecorridor
comparedtoConcept #2.  

TheCommissionrecommendedtheadditionofcentermedianislandsatthe
minorintersectionstoprovidethefollowingbenefit:  

Reducevehicularspeedso
IncreasePedestrianSafetyo



TheCommissionexaminedseveralpossibletreatmentsfortheintersectionat
rd73 Streettoimprovecrossingsafety.  

Signal – Eliminatedbecausethetrafficanalysisdeterminedthato
thewarrantsforasignalarenotmet.  
TraditionalRoundabout – Eliminatedbasedonlowertraffico
volumesandsignificantpropertyimpacts.  
Mini-roundabout – Notthepreferredalternativeduetopropertyo
impactsandbicyclerouteimpactsbuthasnotbeenofficially
eliminatedpendingcompletionoftrafficanalysis.  
FlashingPedestrianActivatedWarningSignal – Compatiblewitho
fullaccessmediandesignandwillbeevaluatedfurtherafter
completionoftrafficanalysis.  

PropertyImpacts
AllPortlandAvenuereconstructionoptionsconsideredbytheCommission
hadpropertyimpactsinareaswheretheright-of-wayisonly33’ fromthe
centerlineoftheroad.  TheCommissionultimatelyconcludedthatthe
Concept #2designprovidedthebestbalancebetweenincludingamenities
thatthecommunitydesireswhilelimitingpropertyimpacts

Asitiscurrentlyproposed, theConcept #2designextendstheedgeof
sidewalkbyapproximately5.5’ duetotheinclusionofagreenboulevard.  In
areaswheretheright-of-wayis33’ fromcenterline, thiswillrequirea4’  
permanenteasement.  Thereare83propertiesintheseareas.  

PublicInput
Threepublicopenhouseswereheldtopresentinformationandgather
feedbackonthefollowingdates:  

10/10/2013o
01/22/2014o
04/03/2014o

ThefirsttwoopenhousesincludedbothPortlandAvenueandsomeportions
thof66 Street.  Summariesofallthreeopenhousesincludingfeedback

receivedareattached.  

TechnicalAdvisoryCommittee (TAC) 
InanefforttoengagethevariousstakeholdersinvolvedinthePortland
Avenuereconstructionprojectaswellastogatherthetechnicaladvice
desiredbytheTransportationCommission, aTechnicalAdvisoryCommittee
wasestablishedduringthepreliminarydesignprocess.  Staffrepresentatives
fromMetroTransit, HennepinCounty, andRichfieldtookpartinmonthly
meetingstoreviewlayoutalternativesandprovideinput.  

B. POLICY

ThereconstructionprojectisconsistentwiththeCityComprehensive
Plan (Chapter6 – Transportation)  
TheConcept #2DesignisconsistentwithmultipleCityplanning
documentsincluding:  



BicycleMasterPlan
StreetReconstructionGuidingPrinciplesDocument
CompleteStreetsPolicy
ArterialRoadsStudy
ComprehensivePlan (Chapter6 – Transportation)  

C. CTIRITICAL IMING SSUES

Thefederalfundingrequirestheprojectbeprogrammedfor2015
construction.  

D. FINANCIAL

Totalestimatedprojectcostis $8,450,000withthefollowing
contributions:  

3,750,000Federalo
475,000Countyo
4,225,000City (includesreconstructionofcityutilitiesando

undergroundingofoverheadutilities)  
ThefollowingsourcesareproposedfortheCitycontribution:  

MunicipalStateAid (gastax)  o
StreetReconstructionBondso
UtilitiesFundo
XcelRatePayersFeeo

E. ECNVIRONMENTAL ONSIDERATIONS

Theprojectincludesstormwaterimprovementsandadditional
landscaping.  

IV. AR()  LTERNATIVE ECOMMENDATIONS

CouncilmaychoosetorejecttheConcept #2preliminarydesignanddirect
staffonhowtoproceed.  

V. ATTACHMENTS

Concept #2Layout
SummaryofOpenHouseandSubmittedComments
LayoutGoals/CriteriaList
ConceptLayoutAlternativeAnalysis
PreliminaryDesignSchedule

VI. PPEMRINCIPAL ARTIES XPECTEDAT EETING

Arearesidents
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County Road Reconstruction Projects - Portland Avenue and 66th Street

OPEN HOUSE # 1 SUMMARY

Quick Summary

Meeting Date October 10, 2013

Location Wood Lake Nature Center

People Signed In 96

Surveys Completed 48

Comment Sheets Completed 21

Meeting Purpose
The purpose of the open house was to hear from the users of 66th Street and Portland Avenue to gain

perspective on what' s working and what' s not working for them today. The feedback will be used to
develop a problem statement that will help to guide the design process.

Materials Available

Project Handout with process, purpose, timeline, schedule, map, and funding information

Overview/ Background—Guiding Principles and various applicable city plans

Metro Transit information including Orange Line ( I- 35W with station at 66th) and Arterial BRT
Portland)

Activities and Values" exercise surveying how people use the corridors now, and how they
would like to use them ( focusing on mode choices) to guide design

Post- it" Aerials of Portland Avenue and 66th Street, with opportunities to make comments

using post- it notes
Examples of design elements which may be considered ( different lane widths, landscaping
treatments, sidewalks/ trails, etc)

Activities and Values Exercise Results

Participants were asked to identify the area of the corridor(s) they use, and indicate their activities and
current travel mode. They were then asked to select their desired travel mode for each activity and
assign a high, medium, or low value along with commenting on any existing barriers preventing them
from using their desired travel mode.

Generally, this exercise revealed a gap between current modes people are using, and their preference of
desired mode. Many people who drive today placed a higher priority on walking and bicycling in the
future. Others wish to maintain their current modes, which consist mostly of walking and driving.

In the specific comments captured below and attached, it is clear that the ability to safely move along

and across the corridor on foot and by bike is desired and that the speed and proximity of vehicles are
the biggest concern to those currently using these modes. The creation of a safe multimodal
environment was an overriding desire.

Public Comments— Common Themes

The summary below includes all comments received at the open house and comments relayed by Metro
Transit staff. A log of all comments received is also attached.
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Portland Avenue Comments

Traffic delays should be addressed

Too many signals/ too close together

Sidewalks are too close to the roadway and not well maintained

Parking and bicycle lanes are desired
Snow storage is a problem

Neutral to positive sentiments about BRT on Portland— i. e. those who don' t use transit think it

seems like a good idea; those who do ride transit are excited about it

Concerns about noise/ people impacts immediately adjacent to transit stations
3- lane configuration favored

66th Street Comments

Crossing or using 66th as a pedestrian or bicyclist is unsafe

Most comments were in favor of bike lanes/ bike facilities; a few did not see the need

Traffic is too fast and speed limits need to be enforced

Sidewalks are not well maintained

Keep lanes to accommodate traffic

Desire for more attractive and community-friendly road design, including traffic calming
Some like roundabouts; some do not

Keep/ provide parking in front of businesses

Traffic is noisy and causes vibrations in some areas

High levels of traffic make turning and crossing difficult
Snow storage/ maintenance in winter is prohibitive to pedestrians

Road is in poor condition

General Comments

Lack of pedestrian facilities/ design of streets is a barrier to health of the community
Distance, traffic volume & speed discourages bicycling
Traffic is too fast and speed limits need to be enforced

Sidewalks are not well maintained
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County Road Reconstruction Projects - Portland Avenue and 66th Street

OPEN HOUSE # 2 SUMMARY
Quick Summary

Meeting Purpose Meeting Date January 22, 2014

The goal of the open house was to reinforce what was
Location Richfield City Hall

heard at the first open house, share project People Signed In 92

developments, solicit input on design alternatives, and Surveys Completed 43

provide an updated schedule and next steps for the Comment Sheets 4

project. Completed

Materials Available

Context Boards explaining guiding principles, what we' ve learned, and problem statement

Safety Toolbox Boards showing speed studies, conflict points, and the benefits/ tradeoffs of
potential design elements ( 3- lane section, roundabouts, medians) to improve safety

Design Concept Boards showing options for different roadway cross sections
Corridor Plots with an opportunity to provide post- it comments

Transition Boards showing bicycle transitions from the project to the regional system, and

vehicle roadway transitions

Survey to collect feedback on direction and preference of design alternatives
Comment Cards to provide general feedback on the project

Streetscape Working Group Sign- Up for interested members of the community to provide on-

going input on corridor streetscaping

Metro Transit information including Orange Line ( I- 35W with station at 66th) and Arterial BRT
Portland)

Sweet Streets information booth and representative available to provide information on the

City of Richfield' s greater mill and overlay initiative

Survey Results
Attendees were asked to provide feedback on the project process and proposed design concepts:

71% thought common themes from Open House# 1 were accurately captured (others indicated

they didn' t know because they weren' t at the first open house).
84% agreed the written problem statement captures the overall concerns of the community.

93% agreed that reducing speed and conflict points would improve safety.

Attendees were also asked to rank four design concepts, from most to least likely to foster the vision of

the community as reflected in the Guiding Principles:

No single concept emerged as a unanimously preferred option for either corridor.
Design concept# 4 performed best in this exercise by receiving the most first-choice rankings for
both Portland Ave ( 18) and 66th St ( 16).

Concepts# 1 and# 2 were closely regarded as second- or third- choice for both roadways, with a
slight preference for Concept# 2 on Portland Avenue.

Concept# 3 logged the highest number of fourth- choice rankings for both roadways.

Ranking of Design Concepts

COUNT- 1st 7 3 9 18 8 5 11 16

COUNT- 2nd 9 12 8 8 11 11 5 9

COUNT- 3rd 13 11 8 3 10 12 9 3

COUNT- 4th 7 9 12 7 8 7 13 8

Page 1 of 2



Two- thirds of survey respondents indicated that they would support an alternative that impacts
property if it was necessary to successfully address the existing problems within the corridors. The

remaining respondents were unsure ( one person said no).

When asked about design tools, people generally agreed that roundabouts would improve safety for
both Portland Avenue and 66th Street. Raised medians were also viewed positively for both roadways. A

tool combining both roundabouts and raised medians had a more negative response, without about half
of respondents indicating they did not think it would improve safety. In general, improvements to
crossings/ intersections were well- received, but improvements that would have a more linear impact

along the corridor were met with some concerns.

Safety Tools ( Would these tools improve safety?)

Roundabout 20 6 4 19 8 4

Raised Medians 18 10 3 19 10 3

Roundabout+ Raised Median 11 15 3 11 15 4

Public Comments— Common Themes

Summary below includes comment sheets, post-it notes on layouts, and written comments on surveys.
Specific comments are available in the detailed comment log.

Portland Avenue Comments

A design speed of 30 MPH is plenty
Three lanes are better than four

Bicycle lanes— including a connection to Minneapolis— are needed

A vegetated median and/ or on-street parking is desired

Roundabout improvements ( lighting, education) are needed for pedestrian and bicyclist safety
A traffic signal at 73rd is needed

66th Street Comments

There is a need for improved pedestrian crossings

On- street parking is important to community development along 66th St

General Comments

Slower design speeds are desired

Use raised medians in moderation

Consider options that do not require substantial ROW impacts
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County Road Reconstruction Projects - Portland Avenue and 66th Street

OPEN HOUSE # 3- PORTLAND AVENUE

SUMMARY
Quick Summary

Meeting Date April 3, 2014

Location Richfield City Hall
Meeting Purpose
This meeting focused on the Portland Avenue

People Signed In 30

Reconstruction Project. The goal of the open house
Comment Sheets 6

was to reinforce what was heard at the first two open
Completed

houses, share project developments, solicit input on

preferred alternatives, and provide an updated

schedule and next steps for the project.

Materials Available

Context Boards explaining schedule, guiding principles, what we' ve learned, what we' ve done,
and problem statement

Process Board showing how concepts were evaluated with project goals through coordinating
with stakeholders

Concept Boards showing preferred concept (on- street bicycle lanes with sidewalks and multiuse
trail) and concepts not advanced with primary reason not advanced

Intersection Concept Boards showing preferred intersection concepts with safety benefits and
tradeoffs, intersection concepts not advanced with primary reason not advanced, and concepts

under consideration at 73` d and Portland

Corridor Plots with an opportunity to provide post- it comments
Comment Cards to provide design, construction, and general feedback on the project

Metro Transit information including Arterial BRT( Portland) and Orange Line ( I- 35W with station
at 66th)

Public Comments— Common Themes

Summary below includes comment sheets and post-it notes on layouts. Specific comments are available
in the detailed comment log.

Portland Avenue Comments

Desire for full driveway access on both sides of roadway—median at 69th blocks driveways

Desire for crosswalk at 67th to improve safety for transit users and bicyclists
Identified need to provide access during construction for daycare near 74th
Concern for power access for residence across from City Hall with undergrounding
Support for medians to slow traffic

Dislike of two- lane, landscaped roundabouts

Support for any design of the street
Positive feedback on open house visuals

66th Street Comments

Marked and lit pedestrian crossing near Pizza Luce desired
Construction preference to phase in a way that avoids significant travel impacts to seniors living
at 66th and Lyndale

General Comments

Prefer one- lane roundabouts over two- lane

Desire to avoid landscaping that grows over signage

Page 1 of 1
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	Special City Council Worksession
	Item #1 - Crosstown Gateways Text
	Council Memo No. 43

	Item #2 - I-494/I-35W Interchange Vision Layout Development
	Council Memo No. 44


	Special Concurrent City Council and HRA Worksession
	Item #1 - Lyndale Gardens Project Update
	Council Memo No. 45


	Regular City Council Meeting
	Call to order
	Open Forum
	Pledge of Allegiance
	Approval of the minutes
	Minutes

	Item #1 - Presentations from various non-profit organizations that provide social services to the City of Richfield
	Item #2 - Presentation of the 2013 Food Safety Awards by the Richfield Advisory Board of Health
	Council Memo No. 46

	Item #3 - Council Discussion
	Item #4 - Council Approval of the Agenda
	Item #5 - Consideration of the Preliminary Layout (Concept 2 Alternative) for the Portland Avenue Reconstruction Project as recommended by the Transportation Commission
	Concept 2 Layout
	Summary of Open House and Submitted Comments
	Layout Goals/Criteria List
	Concept Layout Alternative Analysis
	Preliminary Design Schedule

	Item #6 - City Manager's Report
	Item #7 - Claims and Payroll
	Item #8  - Adjournment


